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I, Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

I. Claim(s) 1, 6-8, and 14 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by BLAIR 

(US 3,208,612). 

1.1. With respect to claim 1 BLAIR discloses a tractor connection, a tine extending along 
the length of two large bales (Fig. 7). 

1.2. With respect to claim 6, BLAIR additionally discloses three cormection points and 
two tines. 

1.3. With respect to claim 7, BLAIR additionally discloses tines attached to the bottom of 
the tractor cormection, and the bales loadable by sliding the tines below the bales 
along a ground surface. 

1.4. With respect to claim 8, BLAIR additionally discloses a tine support members (55) 
extending along only a portion of a length of the tine. 

1.5. With respect to claim 14, BLAIR discloses a tractor connection, a support beam, two 
tines in parallel supporting two large bales. 

II, Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
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matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made, 

1. Claim(s) 2-5, 11, 12, and 15-21 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over BLAIR in view of VANSICKLE (US 4,194,863). 

1.1. With respect to claim 2, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being more than 6.5 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length (Col. 1 Li. 6-12). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to 
accommodate the standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending more than 6.5 
feet in length in order to accommodate two four-foot-long bales. 

1.2. With respect to claim 3, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being at least 9 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two four-and-a-half-foot-long bales. 

1.3. With respect to claim 4, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being about 10 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending about 10 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two five-foot-long bales. 

1.4. With respect to claim 5, BLAIR fails to teach the bales extending about 5 feet in 
length and weighing about 1,000 pounds. VANSICKLE teaches bales extending 4 to 
6 feet in length and weighing 600 to 4,000 poxmds. It would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR with the standard size bales of 
VANSICKLE in order to support bales of standard sizes. 

1.5. With respect to claim 11, BLAIR additionally teaches a three-point connection, and 
two tines slidable under the bales. BLAIR fails to teach the bales extending more than 
6.5 feet in length and accommodating bales weighing about 1,000 poimds. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales extending 4 to 6 feet in length and weighing 600 to 4,000 
pounds. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
BLAIR with the standard size bales of VANSICKLE in order to support two bales of 
standard sizes. 

1.6. With respect to claim 12, BLAIR additionally teaches tine supports extending along 
only a portion of a length of the tine. BLAIR fails to teach tines extending at least 9 
feet. VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to 
accommodate the standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in 
length in order to accommodate two four-and-a-half-foot-long bales. 

1.7. With respect to claim 15, BLAIR additionally teaches three connection points, and 
the tines attached to the bottom of the tractor connection for loading the bales from 
below. BLAIR fails to teach the tine being at least 9 feet long. VANSICKLE teaches 
bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the standard size bales of 
VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in length in order to accommodate two 
four-and-a-half-foot-long bales. 
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1.8. With respect to claim 16, BLAIR teaches a tractor connection, and two tines in 
parallel. BLAIR fails to teach the tine being more than 6.5 feet long. VANSICKLE 
teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the standard 
size bales of VANSICKLE by extending more than 6.5 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two four-foot-long bales. 

1.9. With respect to claim 17, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being at least 9 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two four-and-a-half-foot-long bales. 

1.10. With respect to claim 18, BLAIR additionally teaches tine supports extending along 
only a portion of a length of the tine. 

1.11. With respect to claim 19, BLAIR additionally teaches three connection points, and 
the tines attached to the bottom of the tractor connection for loading the bales from 
below. 

1.12. With respect to claim 20, BLAIR additionally teaches tine supports extending along 
only a portion of a length of the tine. 

1.13. With respect to claim 21, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being about 10 feet long, 
and bales extending about 5 feet in length and weighing about 1,000 poimds. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length and weighing 600 to 4,000 
pounds. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
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tine of BLAIR to accommodate the standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending 
about 10 feet in length in order to accommodate two five-foot-long bales. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR with the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE in order to support bales of standard sizes. 

2. Claim(s) 9 and 10 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over BLAIR in 

view of SUTTON (US 3,829,128). 

2.1. With respect to claim 9, BLAIR additionally teaches a first, second and third plate in 
parallel. BLAIR fails to teach the use of category 2 or category 3 hitches. SUTTON 
teaches the use of category 2 or category 3 hitches. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR to accommodate category 2 or category 3 
hitches of SUTTON in order to be compatible with standard agricultural equipment. 

2.2. With respect to claim 10, BLAIR additionally teaches the plates extending forward 
from a support beam. BLAIR fails to teach the use of a quick-attach hitch. SUTTON 
teaches the use of a quick-attach hitch. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify BLAIR to accommodate the quick-attach hitch of SUTTON 
in order to facilitate attachment of an implement to the tractor. 

3. Claim(s) 13 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over BLAIR in view 

of VANSICKLE and further in view of SUTTON. 

3.1. With respect to claim 13, BLAIR additionally teaches a first, second and third plate, 
the plates parallel to each other. BLAIR fails to teach tines extending about 10 feet. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
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standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending about 10 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two five-foot-long bales. BLAIR fails to teach the use of category 2 or 
category 3 hitches and a quick-attach hitch. SUTTON teaches the use of category 2 or 
category 3 hitches and a quick-attach hitch. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR to accommodate the quick-attach hitch of 
SUTTON in order to facilitate attachment of an implement to a tractor having 
standard size hitches. 
III. Response to Applicant's Arguments 

Applicant's arguments entered 12/7/05 have been fiiUy considered but are not persuasive. 

1. Applicant argues, with respect to claims 1 and 14, that BLAIR fails to disclose a tine 
extending along "a length of two large bales" as the term "large bales" is defined in 
applicant's specification. Applicant's argument fails for several reasons. Firstly, to meet the 
limitations of the claim, BLAIR does not actually have to show a tine extending along two 
large bales but mere along a length of two large bales. Secondly, the term "a length" does not 
necessarily require the tine to extend in the direction of the longest 8' dimension applicant 
defines in the specification as applicant suggests. Thirdly, neither the term "a length of two 
large bales" in claim 1, nor the term "behind another" in claim 14, requires the tine to extend 
along a length of two bales that are positioned such that their longest dimension shares a 
common axis. Furthermore, the term "large bales" does not necessarily require either a 
cylindrical bale 5.5'-6' in diameter by 5' in length nor a rectangular bale 3' square by 8' in 
length as applicant suggests. Typical bale sizes vary based on location and material being 
baled. The term "large bale" does not necessarily require, for example, the bale to be large in 
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relation to typical bales of hay formed in the state of Illinois. For example, even if the bales 
of BLAIR are considered "small" as the term is defined in applicant's specification, if each 
pair of bales (104) supported on the same tines, as shown in Figure 7, formed a single bale, 
having the same dimensions as the pair as a whole, that single bale would be "large" as 
compared to bale (104) and the tines extending along "a length of two large bales." In 
summary, all of applicants arguments with respect to claims 1 and 14 are based on definitions 
from the specification which are not recited in the claims. Although the claims are interpreted 
in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. 
2. Applicant argues, with respect to claims 2 and 16, that VANSICKLE does not disclose 
extending the tines a length of two large bales nor extending the tines more than 6.5' in 
length. This point is moot and not addressed since examiner made no such assertion. 
Applicant, in stating that the examiner infers it would have been obvious to extend 
VANSICKLE's tine, has apparently misread or misinterpreted examiner's rejection. Simply 
put, it is the tines of BLAIR not those of VANSICKLE that it would be obvious to enlarge. 
As applicant acknowledges, VANSICKLE teaches that "large bales," as the term is intended 
by applicant, were known and used in the art as of 1978. To reiterate examiner's position, as 
stated both above and in the previous office action, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to scale the tines of BLAIR in order to accommodate the size bales of 
VANSICKLE since bales of that size are being more commonly used. Applicant does not 
contest that BLAIR discloses all features of the applicant's claimed structure, but merely 
asserts that the distinction is one of scale since BLAIR could not accommodate the bales 
applicant's apparatus is intended to handle. Modifying the size and robustness of the bale 
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handling apparatus of BLAIR, however, would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art. 

IV. Conclusion 

1. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 

set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

2. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 

from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end 
of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
LI 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to Charles N. Greenhut whose telephone number is (571) 272-1517. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am - 4:00pm EST. 

4. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 

Eileen D. Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
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for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 
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